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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
WILLIAM LEROY
)
KINGSLAND, JR.,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
______________________________)

NO. 45417
MADISON COUNTY NO. CR 2016-3925

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
William Leroy Kingsland, Jr. appeals from his judgment of conviction for possession of a
controlled substance. Mr. Kingsland pleaded guilty and the district court imposed a unified
sentence of twelve years, with five years fixed. Mr. Kingsland appeals, and he asserts that the
district court abused its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence.

Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On October 26, 2016, officers with the Rexburg Police Department responded to an
unlawful entry complaint. (Presentence Investigation Report (hereinafter, PSI), p.3.) Officers
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observed Mr. Kingsland, the subject of an arrest warrant, who appeared to be unconscious sitting
in a car in the parking lot. (PSI, p.3.) Mr. Kingsland was taken into custody. (PSI, p.3.)
Marijuana and methamphetamine were found on his person and he admitted to having a syringe
in his back packet. (PSI, p.3.) A search of his car revealed a pipe, burnt methamphetamine
residue, a syringe, and Xanax pills. (PSI, p.3.)
Mr. Kingsland was charged with possession of methamphetamine, possession of
marijuana, possession of Xanax, and possession of drug paraphernalia. (R., p.44.) The State
also sought a persistent violator enhancement. (R., pp.46, 52, 66.) Finally, the State sought an
enhancement for Mr. Kingsland having been previously convicted of a violation of the Idaho
Uniform Controlled Substance Act. (R., p.72.) Mr. Kingsland pleaded guilty to possession of
methamphetamine and admitted that he had been previously convicted of a violation of the Idaho
Uniform Controlled Substance Act. (R., p.78.) The district court imposed a unified sentence of
twelve years, with five years fixed. (R., p.81.) Mr. Kingsland appeals, and he asserts that the
district court abused its discretion by imposing an excessive sentence.

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed a unified sentence of twelve years,
with five years fixed, upon Mr. Kingsland following his plea of guilty to possession of a
controlled substance with a prior conviction for a violation of the Idaho Uniform Controlled
Substance Act?
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ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed A Unified Sentence Of Twelve
Years, With Five Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Kingsland Following His Plea Of Guilty To Possession
Of A Controlled Substance With A Prior Conviction For A Violation Of The Idaho Uniform
Controlled Substance Act
“It is well-established that ‘[w]here a sentence is within statutory limits, an appellant has
the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of the court imposing the
sentence.’” State v. Pierce, 150 Idaho 1, 5 (2010) (quoting State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294
(1997) (alteration in original)). Here, Mr. Chance’s sentence does not exceed the statutory
maximum.

See I.C. § 37-2732(c)(1); § 37-2739. Accordingly, to show that the sentence

imposed was unreasonable, Mr. Chance “must show that the sentence, in light of the governing
criteria, is excessive under any reasonable view of the facts.” State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457,
460 (2002).
“‘Reasonableness’ of a sentence implies that a term of confinement should be tailored to
the purpose for which the sentence is imposed.” State v. Adamcik, 152 Idaho 445, 483 (2012)
(quoting State v. Stevens, 146 Idaho 139, 148 (2008)).
In examining the reasonableness of a sentence, the Court conducts an independent
review of the entire record available to the trial court at sentencing, focusing on
the objectives of criminal punishment: (1) protection of society; (2) deterrence of
the individual and the public; (3) possibility of rehabilitation; and (4) punishment
or retribution for wrongdoing.
Stevens, 146 Idaho at 148.

“A sentence is reasonable if it appears necessary to

accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of the related
goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution.” State v. Delling, 152 Idaho 122, 132 (2011).
Mr. Kingsland addressed the district court at the sentencing hearing. He stated, “I just
want the State to know that I know what I did was wrong. I’m 48 years old, and I know the
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difference between right and wrong, sir. And I apologize to the State and the community for
what I did.” (7/10/17 Tr., p.10, Ls.21-25.)
Counsel for Mr. Kingsland acknowledged that Mr. Kingsland was on parole at the time of
the instant offense and recommended a sentence of five years, with one year fixed. (7/10/17
Tr., p.8, Ls.14-18.) This is because “we don’t know if he will be able to parole out on the Twin
Falls charge since he committed a felony while on parole. And so if he’s going to be in prison
for the next five years anyway, we would hope that he’d be able to serve this sentence at the
same time as finishing his Twin Falls sentence. (7/10/17 Tr., p.8, Ls.19-25.)
Counsel also informed the court that Mr. Kingsland acknowledged that he had substance
abuse and mental health issues in his life and hoped that the prison system could provide him
treatment and counseling before he was released. (7/10/17 Tr., p.9, Ls.1-6.) Mr. Kingsland
stated that his goal was “to become successful in sobriety.” (PSI, p.16.) He believed that he
could accomplish this if he received treatment for “mental health and addictions.” (PSI, p.16.)
Following his last release to parole supervision, Mr. Kingsland indicated that was able to
maintain his sobriety for a period of time but admitted to relapsing in December of 2015. (PSI,
p.16.)

Mr. Kingsland had reported abuse of marijuana, methamphetamine, heroin, and

prescription drugs. (PSI, p.16.) Regarding his mental health, Mr. Kingsland appeared to meet
the criteria for Major Depressive Disorder, Recurrent, Severe with Anxious Distress. (PSI,
p.14.) Mr. Kingsland acknowledged that he self-medicated to deal with his mental health issues.
(PSI, p.14.)
Considering that Mr. Kingsland accepted responsibility for his actions, acknowledged
that he was wrong, and acknowledged his mental health and substance abuse issues and desired
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treatment while incarcerated, Mr. Kingsland submits that the district court abused its discretion
by imposing an excessive sentence in his case.

CONCLUSION
Mr. Kingsland respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district court for a new
sentencing hearing.
DATED this 26th day of April, 2018.

_________/s/________________
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender

5

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 26th day of April, 2018, I served a true and correct
copy of the foregoing APPELLANT’S BRIEF, by causing to be placed a copy thereof in the U.S.
Mail, addressed to:
WILLIAM LEROY KINGSLAND JR
INMATE #26268
MADISON COUNTY JAIL
145 EAST MAIN STREET
REXBURG ID 83440
ALAN C. STEPHENS
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
E-MAILED BRIEF
R JAMES ARCHIBALD
ATTORNEY AT LAW
E-MAILED BRIEF
KENNETH K JORGENSEN
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
CRIMINAL DIVISION
E-MAILED BRIEF
_________/s/________________
EVAN A. SMITH
Administrative Assistant
JMC/eas

6

